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9 MILLION NEW DEMOCRATS 


The dictatorship is now doing what many 
people, myself included, have for years been 
predicting for years that it would do. They 
are importing illegal foreigners to vote the 
Democratic party into perpetual power. 

The dictator’s imperial amnesty decree of 
November 20th, 2014, which effectively 
ended the American Republic, was always 
about adding new Democrats to the voter 
rolls, and recent action by the Department of 
Homeland Security provides further proof. 
Sources at the Department of Homeland Se¬ 
curity reported to PJ Media that the United 
States Citizenship and Immigration Services 
is reallocating significant resources away 
from a computer system — the Electronic 
Immigration System — to sending letters to 
all 9,000,000 green card holders urging them 
to naturalize prior to the 2016 election. This 
effort is part of the DHS “Task Force on New 
Americans.” 

(You may recall that Billyboy Clinton 
pulled a similar stunt in 1996. Remember 
those mass “naturalization” rallies held in 
Candlestick Park weeks before the election?) 

PJ Media obtained an internal “Dear Col¬ 
league” letter written by Leon Rodriguez, the 
director and co-chair of the Task Force on 
New Americans. The letter refers to a White 
House report called “Strengthening Commu¬ 
nities by Welcoming All Residents.” (I.e. “we 


got you your damned green card, now it’s 
time for the quid pro quo, beaner!”) The 
memo “outlines an immigrant integration plan 
that will advance our nation’s global competi¬ 
tiveness and ensure that the people who live 
in this country can fully participate in their 
communities.” 

“Full participation” is a term commonly 
used to include voting rights. To that end, re¬ 
sources within DHS have been redirected to¬ 
ward pushing as many as aliens and non¬ 
citizens as possible to full citizenship status 
so they may “fully participate” in the 2016 
presidential election. For example, the DHS 
letter states one aim is to “strengthen existing 
pathways to naturalization and promote civic 
engagement.” In other words, the creation of 
a one-party state in this country wherein the 
Republicans, as sorry-ass as they admittedly 
are, will never again see the inside of the 
White House, because they are simply out¬ 
numbered by the Democrats’ bought-and-paid 
-for illegals. Third World government for a 
Third World country. 

Will anything be done about this? The 
complete and total death of the old America 
that some of us still recall? Of course not. 
White people are too weak and timid and con¬ 
fused and frightened to do anything about it. 
They’ve figured out that we won’t fight. And 
so we will die. Bye-bye, White people. 














Hi, guys: 

The Northwest Front may be banned from 
Stormfront and unable to get more than a few 
thousand listeners to Radio Free Northwest every 
week, but at least we’re getting noticed in pointy- 
headed intellectual circles, which is one way of 
ensuring that our ideal survives the test of time 
and which may possibly constitute a back door 
into mainstream media publicity when the black¬ 
out wall finally comes crashing down, whenever 
and however that happens. 

This article is a supplement to a PhD doctoral 
dissertation on alternative literature in a major 
university. For obvious reasons, 1 not reveal the 
name of the university, the name of the author of 
this article, or how I obtained it. As you can see 
from the preface, he is already experiencing suffi¬ 
cient difficulty with his academic “colleagues” 
without my drawing further attention to him. 

The article is entitled The Ties of Revolution 
and Redemption, the Knots of Race and Class: An 
Examination of Two Revolutionary American 
Novels. It seems that even discussing my work, or 
the work of any White Nationalist author, is of 
itself a species of punishable heresy in today’s 
academia, and I admire this man’s courage for 
doing so. He is maintaining a proud tradition of 
intellectual freedom that the tenure bozos who are 
ragging on him have long since forgotten, or will¬ 
ingly surrendered in exchange for an opportunity 
to slop themselves at the dictatorship’s trough. 

I have removed the footnotes because they 
would be hard to follow and take up column 
inches needed for other things.— HAC 

A Note to the Reader: 

This article grew out of research related to the 
writer’s PhD dissertation on the novels of the 
white nationalist/white separatist movement in the 
United States. While it is acknowledged that race 
is an intensely controversial topic in the United 


States, it must also be stated from the outset that 
exploring a topic is not the same as advocating 
the positions postulated by that topic. For, if that 
were the case, scholars would be accused of pro¬ 
moting unrequited pedophilia by examining 
Vladimir Nabokov’s Lolita, endorsing female dis¬ 
memberment and reanimation by studying the 
afore-mentioned motifs in the Bizarro classic 
Piecemeal June, helping to summon unknowable, 
and one might add demonic forces by scrutinizing 
the writings of H. P. Lovecraft, or endorsing chil¬ 
dren cavorting with time-obsessed rabbits, card 
queens with a passion for decapitation, and insane 
haberdashers by evaluating Lewis Carroll’s Al¬ 
ice ‘s Adventures in Wonderland. Indeed, the fact 
that the writer feels that the above must be stated 
outright sheds a sad light on the current wave of 
hysteria strangling academic freedom. 

If scholars are to be useful in any way other 
than providing endless hours of mental self¬ 
stimulation and self-congratulation on how in¬ 
tensely profound their genius is and feeling supe¬ 
rior to the hoi polloi, they must not shy away 
from controversial or politically incorrect/taboo 
topics, including those of race, racial conflict, and 
as this article partially does, examining the grow¬ 
ing ideology, as expressed in fiction, of the many 
opponents of so-called progressive, multicultural 
and diverse Western society. 

Lastly, while most, if not all academics will 
howl to the heavens like a deranged wolf that they 
are the most open-minded of earth’s creatures this 
fallacy, especially when it offends their sense of 
the currently popular politically and socially in¬ 
clusive ideology, shatters into a million shards of 
self-righteous indignation at the slightest whiff of 
apostasy. In essence, the self-appointed politically 
correct paragons of virtue and enforcers of right- 
mindedness in the academy would see restrictions 
placed on what may or may not be researched for 
they, like every narrow-minded thought commis¬ 
sar, believe that they, and they alone know the 
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“true” way out of the darkness that has plagued 
mankind since the Fall. They have the mindset 
and passion of the censor, and as Mark Twain 
once brilliantly remarked, “Censorship is like tell¬ 
ing a man he can’t have a steak simply because a 
baby can’t chew it.” 

The Ties of Revolution, the Knots 
of Race: An Examination of Two 
Revolutionary American Novels 

Turning and turning in the widening gyre 
The falcon cannot hear the falconer; 

Things fall apart; the centre cannot hold; 

Mere anarchy is loosed upon the world, 

The blood-dimmed tide is loosed, and everywhere 
The ceremony of innocence is drowned; 

The best lack all conviction, while the worst 
Are full of passionate intensity. 

William Butler Yeats, “The Second Coming” 

"The revolutionary despises public opinion. He despises 
and hates the existing social morality in all its manifesta¬ 
tions. For him, morality is everything which contributes to 
the triumph of the revolution. Immoral and criminal is eve¬ 
rything that stands in the way. " From the section ‘The Du¬ 
ties of the Revolutionary Toward Himself 
The Revolutionary Catechism by 
Sergei Nechayev (1869) 

Introduction 

The two quotes that head this article exem¬ 
plify the ties and knots of current American ideas 
on armed insurrection, rebellion and revolution. 
In essence, whether from the political left or po¬ 
litical right, revolutionaries in the United States 
share the same overall grievances against a seem¬ 
ingly omnipotent and omnipresent federal govern¬ 
ment. From the right, this evil entity seems to 
have its iron heel on the throat of American free¬ 
dom, while from the left, the federal govern¬ 
ment’s intensely cozy relationship with appar¬ 
ently nefarious multinational corporations who 
act like independent governments is particularly 
abhorrent. However, among so-called conspiracy 
theorists from both camps, not to mention the 
various libertarians and Constitutionalists, this 
relationship is diabolical at best and traitorous at 
worst. Whereas revolution and revolutionary 
movements in the United States stretch back to 
the beginnings of colonization, they are outstand¬ 


ingly difficult to pin down to either extreme of the 
political spectrum as observed by Catherine Stock 
McNicol writing at the end of the 1990s who 
stated in her book Rural Radicals: From Bacon’s 
Rebellion to the Oklahoma City Bombing: 

“The new rural radicalism, when examined 
in detail, proves diffrcult to place in the con¬ 
ventional political spectrum. In its members - 
contempt for the federal government, pro¬ 
found anti-authoritarianism, mockery of big 
business and finance, dedication to complete 
local control of communities, and desire to es¬ 
tablish wilderness compounds, the new radi¬ 
calism of the 1990s sounds surprisingly similar 
to the counterculture rhetoric of the far left in 
the 1960s.” 

Indeed as will be seen, the two novels under 
examination in this article, Stuart Archer Cohen’s 
Army of the Republic and Harold A. Covington’s 
The Brigade, share many of the same traits even 
if written from diametrically opposing political 
viewpoints. 

Between these two extremes, however, there 
is another relatively recent field of American lit¬ 
erature that straddles both sides of the political 
spectrum, the “Constitutionalist” novels, which 
mostly come from the political right, but which 
incorporate the left’s idea of social justice under 
the Constitution, with many of their heroes and 
heroines coming from the broad spectrum of races 
that make up the population of the United States. 

While these novels are not the main focus of 
this article, they do serve as a bridge between 
Cohen’s left-centered eco-terrorists and Coving¬ 
ton’s racist terrorists. One of the most prolific and 
most interesting novelists in this area is the late 
William W. Johnstone. Johnstone is known 
mostly as the author of Western novels, but his 
Ashes cycle, USA Invaded books and his novel 
Breakdown provide a sense of the ideology that 
influences most of the novels within the field. In 
Breakdown, a novel that envisions a massive 
armed rebellion by an armed militia group called 
the Righteous, military intelligence officer Maj. 
Janet Shaw tells Vietnam veteran Jim Kincaid 
who is likely to join the militia and why: 

“Some of them will be just that, Jim: racists 
and bigots and anarchists and worse. But oth¬ 
ers will be good, solid Americans who have 
worked hard and obeyed the law and paid 
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more than their share of taxes for years. Peo¬ 
ple who have seen their jobs go overseas; peo¬ 
ple who have lost their jobs due to corporate 
downsizing. And all the while, they were argu¬ 
ing for a change and getting only a lot of hot 
air, at best, from Washington; at the worst, 
they were ignored by politicians and ridiculed 
by the press.” 

In essence, rebellion is between the haves 
and the have-nots and particularly in American 
history, time and again, the have-nots have 
voiced their displeasure through violence, which, 
in their opinion, is the only language the powers 
that be understand. In the last novel of Matthew 
Bracken’s Enemies trilogy. Foreign Enemies and 
Traitors, the country’s first mulatto president, 
Jamal Tambor explains to his mentor. Professor 
Robert Johnson what is the ultimate goal of the 
One Worlders and corporations: 

“America as it exists today will always be 
the greatest barrier to global social progress. 
That’s why the Kosimos Foundation has been 
working so hard for the North American Un¬ 
ion. Full integration can’t happen until after 
America is permanently and legally woven 
into the North American Union. That’s the 
first step. You can’t eat an apple in one bite. 
We can’t get to global government in one 
jump. American sovereignty has to be care¬ 
fully and methodically diluted, diminished, 
and then finally eliminated.” 

This fear of becoming enslaved by 
a Big Brother one world 
government is overriding in the 
novels that populate the genre, 

A few words of clarity are necessary to ex¬ 
plain the above quote within the context of the 
paper. In the novel, Tambor has ordered foreign 
troops to quell a rebellion in Teimessee; how¬ 
ever, the video was made by his mentor in an 
unguarded moment as Tambor was on the cam¬ 
paign trail. He had visited his mentor and after 
snorting cocaine and smoking hashish, he was 
asked about his plans when he assumed the 
presidency. His answer reveals one of the major 
ties that both the left and the right are deeply 
suspicious of - losing American sovereignty. In 


the left’s case, it is to the multinational corpora¬ 
tions, that seem to put profits above people and 
the environment and in the right’s case, it is to the 
UN, which would subvert the United States Con¬ 
stitution. This fear of becoming enslaved by a Big 
Brother one world government is overriding in 
the novels that populate the genre. While not as 
overt in the Cohen’s or Covington’s novels, the 
ideology of American independence, be it from 
multinational corporations or a tyrarmical federal 
government shines through each novel. 

While various episodes within American his¬ 
tory, such as the Revolution and Civil War have 
produced a massive amount of texts, recent devel¬ 
opments within various revolutionary movements 
in the United States have been largely disregarded 
by scholars. Furthermore, the fiction and novels 
inspired by the revolutionary ideologies from the 
radical left have several devoted monographs, 
while the recent explosion of novels written from 
the racial right has been largely ignored by 
American scholars. 

This paper will endeavor to explore two such 
revolutionary novels, both published in 2008, one 
to critical acclaim, Cohen’s novel, and one which 
became an underground success, Covington’s. 
The various motifs that are shared by these nov¬ 
els, as well as the personalities that are attracted 
to the revolutionary lifestyle and the particular 
motives of the characters are examined to expose 
the ideological background of the novels, as well 
as the “ties” and “knots” - the bridges and gaps 
that unite and separate the novels. Furthermore, it 
is hoped that by analyzing these two particular 
novels, the problems that plague American soci¬ 
ety, particularly race and corporate malfeasance 
and greed will spark more research into this 
largely overlooked field of American literature, 
especially regarding the more underground types 
of novels being produced along the fringes of 
American politics and society. Moreover, both 
novels mentioned above share the paranoia or 
conspiracy theory view of American history and 
politics, though expressed and examined in abso¬ 
lutely opposing forms. 

Regardless of the current political climate 
within the United States, rebellion, specifically 
armed rebellion has always been simmering just 
below the veneer of supposedly classless Ameri¬ 
can society. From Bacon’s Rebellion of 1619, the 
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conservative revolution of the Reconstruction Ku 
Klux Klan, the Civil Rights movement in the 
South, the “Battle of Seattle” in 1999, to the Oc¬ 
cupy Wall Street Movement of 2011, confronta¬ 
tion with the government and/or its appointed 
authorities has been one outlet which Americans 
have used to show their displeasure. In reality, 
rebellion is as historically American as apple pie, 
baseball, McDonald’s and Hollywood, whereas 
armed rebellion against governmental authority 
is literally the foundation of the nation. Speaking 
historically however, revolutionary novels, 
meaning those that advocate armed insurrection 
to the governing authority or those that romanti¬ 
cize revolutions in American literature have their 
basis in the utopian and redeemer/Klan craze 
novels of the late 1880s to mid-1920s. As ex¬ 
plained by Jean Pfalzer in the penultimate study 
of American utopian novels: “Within the uto¬ 
pian apologue, two distinct kinds of rhetoric 
represent assumptions about history: the fa¬ 
ble and the manifesto. The fable is a sequence 
of events fashioned into a story, usually influ¬ 
enced by the tradition of romance. The mani¬ 
festo interprets the narrated events and ex¬ 
plains the utopian context to the protagonist- 
visitor, who, like the reader, is an outsider.” 

The two novels examined in this article are 
not outright utopias, but they do have a moral 
stance and that stance is stated outright within 
them, namely that the people should be in charge 
of the government and the corporations, not the 
other way around - Cohen’s; and that the white 
race in America must grab hold of a piece of 
land to call its own if whites are to survive on the 
North American- continent in any substantial 
numbers - Covington’s. However, what they 
likewise share with the utopian novels men¬ 
tioned above is that they are, simultaneously, 
fables and manifestos. Historically speaking, it is 
very interesting that in the 1880s and 1890s pro¬ 
gressive utopias were more popular than conser¬ 
vative or dystopian novels but within the follow¬ 
ing century, that situation had changed, and at 
present, there are more novels produced by the 
racialist right than the radical left. 

The question as to how far one should go in 
opposing current governmental policies is one of 
the issues raised by these revolutionary novels. 
Both Cohen and Covington approach the answer 


In reality, rebellion is as historically 
American as apple pie, baseball, 
McDonaWs and Hollywood, 
whereas armed rebellion against 
governmental authority is literally 
the foundation of the nation. 

to that question quite simply; armed revolution is 
the only answer, though Cohen is a little more 
circumspect about advocating any particular 
course of action. Admittedly, Cohen and Coving¬ 
ton come from utterly opposite stances on the po¬ 
litical spectrum; however, their criticisms of cur¬ 
rent American societal reality are quite similar 
with both attacking America’s fascination with 
the mass media, corporate greed and governmen¬ 
tal interference with citizens’ Constitutional rights 
of free assembly and freedom of speech. 

Regarding the mass media or MSM - main¬ 
stream media, Cohen’s main hero, Joshua Sands 
[nom de guerre “Lando”] is wrongly thought of 
by his father, thusly: “He [Lando/Joshua Sands] 
seemed in harmony with his generation in that 
respect: thirty million kids plugged into a big 
pleasure machine that fed them a constant pap 
of songs, videos, fashions, and ideas that they 
effortlessly ingested and retained, as if con¬ 
sumption itself were some sort of achievement. 
They walked around with plastic earphones 
plugged into their brains and worried more 
about how to get free downloads than about 
the drift of the country.” 

For his part, Joshua/Lando thinks of mass en¬ 
tertainment in a slightly more spiritual way, 
“Television is the closest thing we have to God 
in the United States, an all-present eye that 
creates the world, ceaselessly and seamlessly, 
twenty-four hours a day. A comic book bible 
made of light; they [the public] built a phony 
universe with pictures, pictures, pictures!” 

While Lando might not agree with the mass 
media and its effect on the average American’s 
attitudes, the revolutionaries in AOR are not 
above using the media for their own ends, particu¬ 
larly when the urban rebels of the Army of the 
Republic assassinate corporate mover and shaker 
John Polling. As a character, Joshua/Lando 
speaks in apocalyptic terms and spiritual terms. 
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“The reason God banned graven images: he 
knew people would confuse pictures with real¬ 
ity, and that men would use them to create a 
lying vision of the world.” 

In The Brigade, on the other hand, the revolu¬ 
tionaries strike at the heart of what they consider 
to be the government propaganda machine and 
the machine that has all but destroyed the white 
race in the United States: Hollywood. At the first 
meeting of what would become known as 
“Operation We Are Not Amused”, in which the 
revolutionaries/the Northwest Volunteer Army or 
NVA attacked the Academy Awards or Oscars, as 
they are commonly known, revolutionary Lt. Hill 
explains that, “Obviously any revolutionary 
movement within North America has to deal 
with the Hollywood problem at some point or 
other,” with a member of the Army Council of 
the Northwest Volunteer Army, Henry ‘Red’ 
Morehouse adding, “I do not need to tell you of 
the terrible and largely irreversible damage 
that Hollywood has done to the white race and 
to Western civilization over the past century... 
But Hollywood has stolen our peoples’ minds 
and souls, and in some ways that makes Holly¬ 
wood more evil to my mind even than the sinks 
of iniquity centered in New York and Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.” 

*^The racial issue can be boiled 
down to one very simple question: 
Who does the world belong to? 
More immediately^ who does 
the continent of North 
America belong to?” 


Obviously, the operation is a success and Tin¬ 
sel Town is “taken down, its heart ripped out and 
stomped on” by the racist revolutionaries, with 
major Hollywood directors, producers, screen¬ 
writers, actors and actresses becoming targets of 
the revolutionaries’ wrath. 

Before their sojourn down to Tinsel Town, 
one of the major characters. Kicky McGee and a 
few others were involved in a shootout in a chap¬ 
ter entitled “Ragnarok on Flanders Street.” Osten¬ 
sibly, the racist rebels were trying to assassinate 


the Vice President while he was visiting Portland, 
Oregon. However, their plans went awry because 
Kicky McGee had been blackmailed into inform¬ 
ing on them by the Portland PD. McGee turned on 
the police and told the rebels that they had been 
set up. In describing the scene, Covington weaves 
a narrative that is possibly the most important re¬ 
garding the mainstream media, “It was a con¬ 
fused scene, and actually pretty pointless and 
ineffectual. Nobody was hitting anything, and 
no one besides Lockhart [“Cat Eyes” Lockhart - 
an NVA sniper] was even aiming. But it looked 
cool as hell on TV, and in America that was 
what mattered.” 

From the left and the right, this seems to be a 
major complaint about the mainstream media - 
namely, that substance has been replaced with 
thirty second sound-bites and fluff journalism, 
with the news being manipulated by corporate in¬ 
terests and Mr. and Mrs. America believing every 
word and image. 

In general, both novels present their protago¬ 
nists in heroic terms, especially in The Brigade-, 
however, Cohen’s novel adds a Freudian Oedipal 
twist by featuring a father-son conflict that cli¬ 
maxes in redemption. Redemption also plays an 
important part in The Brigade, as one of the main 
characters mentioned above, Kristen “Kicky” 
McGee, a former prostitute and drug addict, be¬ 
comes involved with the revolutionaries and be¬ 
comes a hero of the fledgling Northwest American 
Republic, which will be examined later. 

Along with revolution and redemption, two 
other issues, race and class are also explored in 
both novels though Cohen’s AOR explores class 
more than race, while Covington’s The Brigade 
does exactly the opposite. For the adherents of the 
“Party” in The Brigade, race is the overriding ide¬ 
ology as to why they are rebelling against the 
United States and trying to form a separate, ra- 
cially-pure, white republic in the Pacific North¬ 
west. Since this idea is so unusual among current 
American politics, the ideology behind it must be 
stated to its fullest extent to realize how reaction¬ 
ary and radical it actually is. Therefore, part of the 
Party’s manual. The White Book, 5th edition is 
quoted below: 

“The racial issue can be boiled down to one 
very simple question: Who does the world be¬ 
long to? More immediately, who does the conti- 
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nent of North America belong to? Does it be¬ 
long to the Aryan peoples of Europe who set¬ 
tled this land after braving a perilous ocean 
voyage to reach it, tilled its soil and grew 
crops, huilt homes and communities here, cre¬ 
ated its legal and social and political institu¬ 
tions, created everything we recognize today as 
America? Or does it belong to the various 
black and brown races of the Third World, 
who have contributed nothing except sporadic 
physical labor? Whose sole claim to the land is 
the mere fact that they happen to be here, and 
who have caused immense damage through 
their anti-social behavior? The idea that we 
are supposed to share this land in some kind of 
grotesque, squalid multi-racial Babylon is sim¬ 
ply stupid. Democracy, a flawed system to be¬ 
gin with, is perverted into an instrument of dis¬ 
astrous cultural and biological leveling. From 
democracy steps forth the cruelest of tyrants.” 

Admittedly, this ideology is antithetical to 
everything current American society stands for; 
however, this was not always the case. For the 
vast majority of American history, the above ide¬ 
ology was the norm. However, with the victory of 
the Civil Rights movement, and various other so¬ 
cial and politically inclusive ideologies over the 
past half-century, this creed is archaic at best and 
racist at worst. For the majority of white separa¬ 
tists, revolution and separation is the only answer 
to what they perceive as the total collapse of any¬ 
thing resembling the society created by the 
Fovmding Fathers. Indeed, they believe that the 
“non-producers” have more power and gain more 
benefits from current multicultural American so¬ 
ciety than the producers. In that way, they echo 
the North Carolina Regulator movement of the 
mid-1760s, which would be presented today as a 
working-class revolt or a revolt from the left: 

“In western counties [of North Carolina], 40 
percent of the wealth was controlled hy 10 per¬ 
cent of the population. And the wealthy 10 per¬ 
cent had ties with the even wealthier elite east¬ 
ern North Carolina. Moreover, the famers saw 
the power of the wealthy as an assault on small 
producerism.” Thus, Kay reports, they “assailed 
in particular those they considered nonproduc¬ 
tive, especially merchants and lawyers” whom 
they perceived to be living off the honest labor of 
poor people like themselves. 


In a rather strange way, this sentiment is ech¬ 
oed in Cohen’s novel. Army of the Republic, in 
which a group of protestors engage in acts of ter¬ 
ror against big business/corporations. Lando’s 
lover, anti-corporate lawyer and NGO leader 
Emily Cortright stated in an early conversation to 
Lando about the militant groups’ declaring a 
cease-fire: “Democracy Northwest feels that 
Americans are decisively against this govern¬ 
ment and they’re ready to stand up to it. 
They’re sick of the corruption and the wars 
and they’re sick of watching their whole coun¬ 
try get parceled out to Big Business.” 

Lando answers: “You’re right, Emily. They 
have lost their majority. The problem is, you 
don’t need a majority to control this country. 
You need maybe thirty percent, because forty 
percent of the people won’t act. They’re 
equally happy with a dictator or a president as 
long as you don’t take away their guns or cut 
off their last little trickle of gasoline. That 
leaves you thirty percent who might actively 
oppose you, and you’ve got the entire security 
and media apparatus to attack them with. It’s 
like that in every country in the world.” 

For their part, the revolutionaries in AOR run 
the political gamut, from left-wing environmen¬ 
talists, anarchists, and union organizers to right- 
wing militia types, but all of them have an over¬ 
riding antipathy towards big business and big 
government. Cohen, using his experiences as a 
small businessman in traveling to Central and 
South America, crafted the novel as a “corporate 
fascism comes to America” scenario and what the 
possible responses to that situation might be. 

In essence, the novel revolves around three 
characters, James Sands - owner of Waterworks, 
a huge multinational corporation heavily invested 
in water pipelines, his son Joshua Sands [nom de 
guerre “Lando”] and Joshua’s protest partner 
turned lover, Emily Cortright. The novel is told 
from the perspective of these three characters. 
Covington’s novel, on the other hand, is a typical 
narrative novel with characters speaking and act¬ 
ing via narration, with dialogue and descriptions 
carrying the reader along in the story. The over¬ 
riding difference - the “knot” - is Covington’s in¬ 
sistence that race is more important than class, 
which is opposite from Cohen’s main point, that 
point being that corporate greed is tearing the 
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United States apart.” 

With Covington, his heroes and heroines are 
mostly members of one brigade of the Northwest 
Volunteer Army [hence the title of the novel - 
The Brigade] and the plot takes the reader from 
the beginning of how such a fictitious brigade 
could come into being during a time of civil strife 
and the balkanization of the United States to the 
final victory of the white nationalists. Cohen’s 
novel ends with the redemption of the father and 
his conversion from corporate mover and shaker 
to avid protestor. 

Indeed, it is the redemptive aspect of one of 
the major characters in both novels that strikes 
hard as one of the most important bridges. Over¬ 
all, redemption plays an overriding role in white 
nationalist novels, with the earliest incarnation 
being that of Brimsley Matthews in his pseudo- 
autobiographical novel Well-Nigh Reconstructed 
of 1884, in which he turns from a die-hard Re¬ 
publican and supporter of Radical Reconstruction 
to ally of the Ku Klux Klan [the Reconstruction 
or 1st Klan]. 

Overall, redemption plays an 
overriding role in white 
nationalist novels ... 

Later characters of this kind include Phil 
Stoneman from Thomas Dixon’s The Clansman 
[1905] who turns from Union officer to supporter 
of his love interest’s brother - the leader of the 
Klan in a fictional county of North Carolina based 
on Dixon’s home county of Cleveland, 
“Cosmocrat” [Communist] Henry Hyde from the 
1940 racist science fiction novel Sown In The 
Darkness, A. D. 2000 by William R. Twiford and 
Jeff Huxton, supporter of the One World Govern¬ 
ment and teacher from Ward Kendall’s Hold Back 
This Day [2001]. Overall, these characters were 
blinded by the idea that there were no differences 
between the races and almost overnight, they turn 
from true believers in the brotherhood of man to 
becoming white nationalists. 

In Covington’s The Brigade, this role is filled 
by Kristen “Kicky” McGee. While McGee is not 
a firm believer in any form of government, she 
was a prostitute and crack addict, more addicted 
to pleasure and pain than to her family. Her in¬ 


volvement with the racist revolutionaries of the 
NVA begins when her former pimp is murdered 
by African-American cops during an ordinary 
shakedown, which McGee witnessed. After mak¬ 
ing contact with a couple of the revolutionaries, 
she is brought into the group by interviewing with 
one of the NVA’s female members Ma Wing¬ 
field. During the interview, McGee articulates her 
reasons for wanting to join the revolutionaries: 

“I just want in with the NVA [Northwest 
Volunteer Army] to try and make some kind of 
better life for me and my baby, and well, I told 
myself I’d be honest with you, so I’ll say it. I 
want revenge! Revenge against some specific 
people who have hurt me, yes, but mostly just 
revenge on this whole damned filthy world that 
has never done anything except shit on me! I 
am just so tired of bad people winning all the 
time, so sick of nothing ever being right or 
good anymore.” 

Earlier in the novel, one of the heroes, Zack 
Hatfield also states his reasons for throwing in his 
lot with the racist revolutionaries: 

“For generations we have dutifully trooped 
to the polls like sheep and voted in elections 
where we were given no meaningful choice, 
and where not one single candidate or party 
represented the white man’s racial interests. 
Nothing changed except the politicians grew 
more and more coarse and corrupt, more cyni¬ 
cal and contemptible. For almost a hundred 
years now we have been betrayed at every turn 
by the men we voted into office ... We have 
shouted and screamed NO at the top of our 
lungs, and we have been ignored and spat upon 
and called haters for our trouble. ... It is now 
crystal clear to any white man with two brain 
cells to rub together that the only thing that 
will make these dogs in power hear the word 
no is the sound of gunfire.” 

While it could be argued that these sentiments 
are fairly common among working-class people 
of all races in the U.S., it seems to be more appar¬ 
ent among a certain sector of the white popula¬ 
tion. Hence, Covington’s tapping into this frustra¬ 
tion and turning it on its head and revealing what 
can be done about the situation in which many 
white Americans find themselves. Admittedly, as 
postulated by Michael Kimmel in Angry White 
Men: American Masculinity at the End of an Era, 
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right-wing movements are “almost always nos¬ 
talgic, seeking to restore something that has 
been lost rather than create something new. 
Words like restoration, reclamation, retrieval, 
and revival saturate white supremacist dis¬ 
course,” and the racist revolutionaries of the 
NVA are portrayed as attempting to reclaim their 
birthright as white men and women. However, 
they are also attempting to build something new - 
a new nation. 

Cohen’s novel, on the other hand, does not 
have such lofty goals. Overall, Cohen’s characters 
appear to be in tune more with the times than 
Covington’s. However, some of his characters 
ominously echo Zack Hatfield’s comments. One 
of Cohen’s characters, Joe Simic, leads a protest 
group called the Throwaways, made up of some 
military veterans, homeless people and others on 
the fringes of American society. 

Simic is all about taking direct action against 
the corporations in league with the government 
that he says have sold out the American people. 
In a conversation with Emily Cortright of the Se¬ 
attle-based protest group Democracy Northwest, 
Simic states: “But then you get into facts, and 
facts don’t matter a whole bunch when you’re 
barely holding on. These folks have got their 
own Web sites, their own news channels. They 
got a whole set of facts that tell ‘em that 
they’re the smart ones, the hard-nosed, com- 
monsense workers, and you’re just Patagonias: 
rich people who went to college and want to 
lord it over everyone else.” He softened his 
voice: “I know: it ain’t pretty. I’m just telling 
you this so you’ll understand. These people are 
scared. They’ve lost control of their lives, and 
when you’re powerless, carrying a gun and 
blowing things up makes you feel pretty pow¬ 
erful again.” 

In essence this echoes Zack Hatfield’s and 
Kicky McGee’s comments from The Brigade, 
with the obvious difference being that Hatfield 
and McGee believe they are fighting for their 
people and Zimic is fighting to reclaim the repub¬ 
lic that the Founding Fathers envisioned and to 
eradicate the collusion between big business and 
the federal government. This relationship is fur¬ 
ther explored through Lando’s relationship with 
his father, James Sands. Their relationship is 
reminiscent of the protagonists in Russian author 


... The racist revolutionaries of the 
NVA are portrayed as attempting to 
reclaim their birthright as white 
men and women. However^ they are 
also attempting to build something 
new - a new nation. 


Ivan Turgenev’s Fathers and Sons, as James 
Sands is owner of the multibillion dollar corpora¬ 
tion, Water Works, and his son could have been a 
trust fund child but he chose a different path that 
set him on a collision course with his father, who 
had his business obliterated by his son’s Army of 
the Republic terrorist group. To protect his busi¬ 
ness, James Sands enlists the help of a private se¬ 
curity firm, based on the infamous Blackwater, 
called Whitehall. As Whitehall’s counter¬ 
insurgency intensifies, James Sands begins to 
have second thoughts about the tactics used by 
the government and the private security agency he 
hired, especially after his wife is shot by White¬ 
hall security in an anti-govemment/anti- 
corporation demonstration similar to 1999’s Bat¬ 
tle of Seattle in which various protest groups 
fought running battles with the police during to 
the World Trade Organization’s annual meeting. 

In Cohen’s novel, this security firm wages a 
counter-insurgency program against the protes¬ 
tors, which eventually culminates in the death of 
Joshua Sands/“Lando” in a confusing scene as he 
is talking to his father and Whitehall believes that 
James Sands is being held hostage by the eco- 
terrorists. As Lando is shot, James Sands sees the 
light as it were and the true intentions of White¬ 
hall and the government are revealed to him. 
James Sands eventually escapes the hospital to 
join the current wave of protests against the gov¬ 
ernment and the corporations, ending the novel 
shouting at the riot police and Whitehall goons, 
describing the scene thusly; “A savage cheering 
went up behind me, and the wave of black uni¬ 
forms became confused and halted. They 
raised their bullhorns, babbling threats across 
the strip of burning pavement but I didn’t care 
anymore. I was free now. “You can’t silence 
me, goddamn you!” I started toward them, 
throwing my fists over my head and screaming 
so hard that the hot ragged edge of my own 
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While not as palatable to most 
people as Cohen ^s novel, 
Covington ^s novel does play upon 
the same themes of redemption, 
fighting the good fight and more 
importantly, standing up to a 
government that appears to have 
abandoned the ordinary person. 

voice was tearing at my throat. ‘YOU CAN’T 
SILENCE ME!’ They began to give ground. 
‘YOU! CAN’T! SILENCE! ME!” 

As can be seen by the above quote, Cohen’s 
moral is that the “people” can triumph over the 
corporations and by extension, the government. 
Finally, Cohen appears to reinforce the quintes- 
sentially American idea of redemption, as James 
Sands redeems himself by confronting the mon¬ 
ster that he helped to create, the monster that 
killed his only son by mistake. 

Covington’s novel ends on a different note 
than Cohen’s. After all, in The Brigade the good 
guys, according to Covington, win their new 
country and start building a new future. While not 
as palatable to most people as Cohen’s novel, 
Covington’s novel does play upon the same 
themes of redemption, fighting the good fight and 
more importantly, standing up to a government 
that appears to have abandoned the ordinary per¬ 
son. Admittedly, while Covington’s work can 
shock and disturb, its main intent is to show that 
revolution is possible. In essence, Cohen’s novel 
does the same thing, albeit in a different way. 

The massive societal cracks that continue to 
fracture the United States do not appear to be 
healing anytime soon. Recent events in Ferguson, 
Missouri and New York City show how volatile 
race and racial relations have become - particu¬ 
larly between black/African American and white/ 
European American. However, the gap between 
rich and poor often gets short shrift in the news 
but that gap is ever widening with no end in sight. 
The question that plagues a scholar is what pur¬ 
pose do these novels serve? According to the au¬ 
thors, their intention in writing the novels were to 
hypothesize as to a possible firture, in essence to 
show a dystopian view of a future United States 


and in Covington’s case, to proselytize - to 
preach to the average ‘white’ man and woman as 
to how badly the government has turned its back 
on them and their interests in favor of minorities 
and special interest groups. While it is hard to 
judge how influential novels like these are, there 
can be no doubt that the ties of revolution and the 
knots of race and class will continue to provide 
abundant fodder for future American novelists 
and scholars. 
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[Now a little trip down Memory Lane — HAC] 

Are All Races Equal? 

by William Massey 

We Need A True Science of Man 

The relative capabilities of the various races is 
a subject of the utmost importance today. The do¬ 
mestic and foreign policies of the United States 
are based on the assumption that all races are 
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equal. If this assumption is not correct, it is likely 
that many of our actions will not have the in¬ 
tended result. In domestic policy the primary con¬ 
cern is the equality of the negro, but the current 
concern with this one group should not obscure 
the larger question involving all races. This larger 
question has a bearing on the practical and ethical 
problems which America and other countries face 
now and in the future. 

There will be immediate protests that the so¬ 
cial sciences have shown that all races are equal. 
This simply is not so. Work in these areas appears 
to have shovvoi that there is an overlap in the abili¬ 
ties of the members of different races. That is, the 
smartest members of any race are smarter than the 
bulk of the members of any other race. This is not 
an answer to the question however. The question 
is how does one race rank against another race in 
ability? Are there any differences and are these 
differences significant in accounting for the dif¬ 
ferent levels of attainment of various races? Must 
these differences be taken into account if one 
wishes to help a group? 

Difficult as these problems are, they probably 
would not be insurmountable except for the cur¬ 
rent bias of the sociologists. They have been in¬ 
fected with the intellectual fad which assumes 
that all races are equal. As a result, much of their 
work seems aimed at vindicating this point of 
view. Indeed, the combination of bias, sloppy ex¬ 
perimentation and dubious statistical analysis has 
made sociology pretty much a waste of time. 

Strangely enough, the current importance of 
knowing whether or not racial differences exist 
rests on the motive underlying many of America's 
actions. This motive is an abstract desire to ad¬ 
vance the well-being of mankind. This may re¬ 
quire that certain things be done which are not in 
our best interest but which will yield some long 
term benefit. Many things fall in this category. 
Integration of the races in America, foreign aid, 
and the encouragement of former colonies to seek 
their independence fall in this category. All of 
these things are the result of a desire to do what is 
right and, more importantly, of a particular as¬ 
sumption about the nature of mankind. The as¬ 
sumption is that all races are equal. This assump¬ 
tion has a corollary since, if all races are equal, 
then all differences in culture are due to environ¬ 
ment alone. If environment alone determines cul¬ 


tural characteristics, then all races can be made 
equal in practice and something approaching uni¬ 
versal brotherhood can be achieved if the proper 
environment can be created. 

Since we are expending men, time and money 
on the assumption that all races are equal, the va¬ 
lidity of this assumption should be the subject of 
careful analysis. There is negligible evidence to 
support this theory. In addition there is almost no 
discussion of this point in the United States. This 
would seem to be due to the predisposition of 
many people to believe that all races are inher¬ 
ently equal. Although most Americans never car¬ 
ried this belief to its current extreme, this national 
inclination has been augmented by the propa¬ 
ganda of the intellectuals, with whom the equality 
of all men has become an article of faith. Proba¬ 
bly the greatest triumph of the intellectuals was to 
capture the minds of the social scientists. Once 
these men subscribed to the beliefs of the intellec- 


Difficult as these problems are, they 
probably would not be insurmount¬ 
able except for the current bias of 
the sociologists. They have been 
infected with the intellectual fad 
which assumes that all races are 
equal As a result, much of their 
work seems aimed at vindicating 
this point of view. Indeed, the 
combination of bias, sloppy 
experimentation and dubious 
statistical analysis has made 
sociology pretty much a 
waste of time. 

tuals it was not long until the intellectuals' propa¬ 
ganda was supported by statements that their po¬ 
sition was based on scientific fact. 

If the races are not equal and one desires to 
help mankind, then one must ask how a particular 
group can be helped? Can they be given a democ¬ 
ratic form of government plus a highly technical 
culture? Can they absorb and use the necessary 
knowledge? Must they he re-educated before they 
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can be helped? Might they be dangerous to the 
rest of the world if they learned to make and use 
modem weapons? Or are they so incompetent 
that they should be made wards of some more 
competent group? Is intermarriage between the 
races desirable? What should be the status of the 
children of such marriages? 

These and many other ethical, social and po¬ 
litical problems would arise in a world where the 
races were not equal. Answering these questions 
would put the more advanced nations in the role 
of playing God. In so doing they would deny the 
less competent groups control of their ovm fu¬ 


Sociology and the related fields of 
study are not sciences. They are 
pseudo-sciences. They lack the 
essential ingredient of science, 
which is the desire for 
verifiable truth. 


ture. Even if their actions were motivated by al¬ 
truism and not selfishness they would be respon¬ 
sible for any harm that came to these groups. 

The current belief that all the races of human¬ 
ity are equal, and that some kind of 
“brotherhood of mankind is inevitable, relieves 
one of having to solve these problems. It says 
that these problems do not exist. This belief de¬ 
nies that any group will be hurt by what is being 
done now at the same time that it justifies our 
actions. In one neat package it provides all that is 
needed to permit one to remake the world, be 
universally loved (almost), and be beautifully 
self-righteous. 

What if the belief that all races are equal, and 
that the brotherhood of man is inevitable, is 
wrong? We are still forcing the world into an 
ideal state based on our beliefs. If our beliefs are 
wrong and our actions harm rather than help 
mankind then we will still be responsible. Mere 
good intentions will not absolve us from any 
blame we may incur. 

Once again then, it seems imperative that we 
examine our belief in the equality of the races 
and the brotherhood of man. We should do this 
for our own protection and because we have as¬ 
sumed a moral obligation to the world to use our 


power in the most sane and just manner possible. 
The people of the world have given us no man¬ 
date to remake the world to fit our prejudices. 

The Myth Of Social Science 

Sociology and the related fields of study are 
not sciences. They are pseudo-sciences. They lack 
the essential ingredient of science, which is the 
desire for verifiable truth. There have been a few 
times when these fields approached being scien¬ 
tific, but these have been few and far between. 
For the most part, they have been so swamped by 
the emotional tides of the times and by the per¬ 
sonalities of people in these fields that they have 
made negligible progress. Is this because scien¬ 
tific progress in these fields is difficult and facts 
are so few? Partially, but it is more due to the dif¬ 
ficulty of thinking rationally in these emotion 
laden areas. To investigate an area when the re¬ 
sults may offend one's contemporaries, or even 
oneself, requires a rare type of man. The tragedy 
is that these fields of study attract the man who is 
least capable of this type of thinking. A man im¬ 
bued with the ideals of his time, desiring to do 
good, desiring social approval, is the last man for 
such a job. These men try to benefit society in 
accordance with their humanistic beliefs, but they 
do not seek the truth. 

The present state of sociology derives directly 
from this mixing of science and humanism. A 
man cannot be a humanist while he is a scientist. 
This is not to say that a man cannot be both a hu¬ 
manist and a scientist. But to be a humanist while 
a scientist is to carry morality and ethics into an 
area where they have no relevance. The result is a 
pseudo-science because, in such a mixture, the 
ethical and moral considerations far outweigh the 
scientific. It would be better to abandon the pre¬ 
tense that a combination of science and humanism 
is anything but a means of advancing humanism. 

Is this conflict between science and humanism 
inevitable? Yes, so long as humanism takes its 
present form. Humanism as a philosophy is not 
dynamic today. It is frozen into certainty. Only 
the implementation of the philosophy is still a dy¬ 
namic process. To humanism, as to religion, sci¬ 
ence is a potential danger. Science means change 
and change is a threat to any established system, 
particularly one that seeks to fix man’s relation¬ 
ship to both the physical and spiritual worlds. 
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Both humanism and religion may tolerate the physi¬ 
cal sciences, but neither is comfortable with any 
real investigation into the nature of man. The exis¬ 
tence of a science is an admission that all is not 
known. The existence of a social science would be 
an admission that there are things about man which 
are not known or understood which both religion 
and humanism deny. 

The social scientists chide the physical scientists 
because the latter do not make their work conform 
to morality. This is asking the impossible, because a 
true science is amoral. In all science a thing is or is 
not, it is not moral or immoral. Some will object 
that scientists seek the truth and that truth and mo¬ 
rality are synonymous. Others will say that the truth 
will make you free. But this truth is not the scien¬ 
tists' truth. The scientist seeks facts which can be 
verified by experiment. These facts may be useful, 
useless, or even harmful. Such facts, like science, 
are amoral. They exist, they have no moral signifi¬ 
cance. True, one might assess the effect of science 
on society as being either good or evil if one had 
standards by which to judge. But who shall be the 
judge and what will be the criteria? 

It is wrong to say that scientists are driven by a 
desire for truth or by a desire to help humanity. It is 
better that one should say that they are curious and 
enjoy scientific work. Scientists are playing a game 
whose object is to uncover some of the unknown. 
One learns what is already known and, with luck, 
adds to the store of knowledge. In acquiring the sci¬ 
entific knowledge which is available one begins to 
appreciate The immensity of man’s ignorance and 
the utter impossibility that all will become known 
in one's own lifetime. This is no place for a man 
obsessed by a desire for complete knowledge and 
certainty. So it is that those who need completeness 
and certainty turn to religion, philosophy and hu¬ 
manism. Here a man can know and be sure. Thus a 
part of the conflict between science and humanism 
arises from the opposing temperaments of the two 
groups. 

In view of the conflict between science and hu¬ 
manism it is quite comprehensible that the human¬ 
ists should stifle the social sciences. As sciences 
these could cause unwanted changes in society, or 
even in humanism. However, sociology as a pseudo 
-science is ideal for the humanists’ purpose. In this 
form it assists in forcing society into a pattern that 
has already been decided upon. Under these condi¬ 


tions it is easy to understand the animosity of the 
humanists toward the physical scientists. The 
inventions of the physical sciences, such as nu¬ 
clear weapons, have altered the humanists' 
world, they have made it less secure. It is diffi¬ 
cult for the humanists, who have subverted the 
social sciences to their ends, to understand why 
the physical scientists will not or carmot make 
their sciences subservient to humanism. One of 
the strangest suggestions ever made is the hu¬ 
manists’ suggestion that a moratorium should be 
declared in the physical sciences until the social 
sciences catch up. Even with a moratorium the 
social sciences could never catch up so long as 
the humanists control them. The humanists’ con¬ 
cept of progress in the social sciences would be 
to find a way to make the world fit their precon¬ 
ceived ideas, and to freeze it there. 

The emphasis which the humanists put on the 
social sciences, even as they hamper them, is a 
form of self-deception. It is a means of retaining 
the belief that the answers to the problems of hu¬ 
manity will soon be found. In truth, the problems 
that face humanity are difficult and unending. 
There is no science, no religion, no philosophy 
that will provide for man kind a quick and sure 

The social scientists chide the 
physical scientists because the 
latter do not make their work 
conform to morality. This is asking 
the impossible, because a true 
science is amoral. In all science a 
thing is or is not, it is not 
moral or immoral. 


path. The ultimate responsibility for man's rise or 
fall is his ovm. He cannot delegate it to anyone 
or anything. 

One cannot blame the humanists’ crusade on 
the social sciences. These sciences are the vic¬ 
tims of the crusade. Had the social sciences been 
more advanced, they might have retained their 
integrity or even moderated the extremism of the 
humanists. As it is, these so-called sciences ac¬ 
centuate the extremism because they assure the 
humanists that their heart's desire is based on 


NORTHWEST OBSERVER #154 


13 









scientific fact. 

It is paradoxical that, even as some social sci¬ 
entists offer nonsensical advice on race relations 
and the like, there is evolving a true science of 
man. This scientific schizophrenia has one group 
of scientists saying that racial differences do not 
exist and that all races have the capacity for de¬ 
mocratic self-government. Yet they do not even 
know if racial differences exist or what effect 
possible differences might have on a society's 
evolution. This group resembles the Greek phi¬ 
losophers who constructed elaborate, logical, but 
often erroneous explanations for everything. Like 
them this group tries to explain too much too fast. 
There is the same mixing of logic, morality, and a 
little science. 

The other group in this scientific split person¬ 
ality is actually proceeding in a scientific manner 
to try to understand man. Their findings, while 
not always complete, are supported by evidence. 
The knowledge that this group acquires is inter¬ 
esting, sometimes useful, and sometimes disturb¬ 
ing. Like the physical sciences it is likely to ex¬ 
tend man’s capabilities but unlikely to solve any 
ethical problems. 

Unfortunately, this last group is small and not 
particularly vocal. The other group has captured 
the stage with their advice on current problems. 
The ability of this vocal group in the analysis of 
social phenomena is best illustrated by their fail¬ 
ure to realize that they have been caught in one of 
the ideological movements of the twentieth cen¬ 
tury. -(From Western Destiny, July 1964 ) 

Acquisition Is Not Invention 

by Eric Thomson 

[Yeah, I know, a lot of old stuff in this issue, 
but we have a lot of superb material out there that 
is simply fading away sitting on outdated websites 
that no one reads anymore, however few ever 
read them originally, and some of this stuff should 
be preserved. — HAC] 

12 January 2000 

Many thanks for the letter of Jan. 7th and the 
flyers, some of which I shall copy and pass on. 
Today, I have a brief respite from my work 
schedule, which is due to the fact that I have suc¬ 


ceeded in finding a trainable co-worker who can 
climb 14 steps up to the second floor! As the Jews 
would say, “Another miracle!” 

In regard to Dynasophy, which is informative 
and good mental exercise, it appears we have run 
out of time to use a philosophical approach for 
saving the White Remnant. Frau Rost Yon Ton- 
ningen, wife of the former Finance Minister of 
Holland, told me of their visit with Himmler, who 
was then in Holland. Himmler devoted more than 
an hour discussing Tibetan mysticism, until Herr 
Yon Tonningen blurted in exasperation: “The en¬ 
emy is invading Europe, and is right now entering 
Holland. Can't you think of anything more rele¬ 
vant than Tibetan mysticism?” By way of apol¬ 
ogy, Himmler sent them a bouquet of flowers 
early next morning, just as Herr von Tonningen 
joined his Dutch SS unit for the front. He was 
later captured and murdered by mestizo Canadian 
troops, and his body added to mass graves, which 
the Allies first dug, then obliterated with bulldoz¬ 
ers and ploughs. The Allies had learned from the 
Bolshevik's Katyn! 

I believe we discussed the fact that liberalism 
is a religion, and that religious belief is unreason¬ 
able, hence, unresponsive to reason, facts and 
logical arguments. It does not matter to a liberal if 
anyone invented anything. The fact of racial dif¬ 
ferences requires the liberal to treat everyone as if 
those differences did not exist, while expressing 
guilt for any differences Whites may have. 

There are huge gaps in generally available in¬ 
formation, and there is much disinformation in 
the official histories. I did not know until very 
recently about the Tokharians and their civiliza¬ 
tion. It was recently that I discovered the research 
findings of Colin Renfrew in regard to the trans¬ 
mission of invention eastward, from Northwest¬ 
ern Europe, rather than northwestward, as current 
history alleges. The Tokharians' inventions and 
artifacts predate those of China. 

The first inkling I had of Chinese acquisition 
of alien inventions was from Waddell, who men¬ 
tions archeological studies of Chinese bronze¬ 
making. The Chinese always had an advanced 
bronze-making technology, with no trace of evo¬ 
lution, nor had they improved the art of bronze¬ 
making in a thousand years. One could, for exam¬ 
ple, study the making of steel by going to Argen¬ 
tina. There, he would find a 1940-type steel mill. 
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with no evidence of prior iron-making; no primi¬ 
tive smelters, etc. For that, he would need to go to 
England. It would therefore be clear that the Ar¬ 
gentines had not invented iron-making, nor steel¬ 
making, although they have a late model steel 
mill. 

The simple fact is that acquisition in not inven¬ 
tion, nor is preservation a sign that a people cre¬ 
ated an artifact or process, especially if they are 
known to create nothing else, and if they have not 
improved the artifacts or processes in thousands 
of years. If the Chinese were inventive a thousand 
years ago, then why are they no longer so? Per¬ 
haps they changed their racial makeup and bred 
out the genes of inventiveness. 

The simple fact is that acquisition 
in not invention, nor is preservation 
a sign that a people created an 
artifact or process, especially if they 
are known to create nothing else, 
and if they have not improved the 
artifacts or processes in 
thousands of years. 


The Tokharians apparently invented Damascus 
Steel, according to archaeologists who discovered 
their steelworks in Turkistan. The Arabs copied 
the process, and they have not improved upon it 
since! The process was introduced into Arab- 
ruled Spain and became “Toledo Steel”. 

If the Chinese had “invented” all the wonder¬ 
ful things credited to them, I would be an awfully 
embarrassed Chinaman: no inventions for a thou¬ 
sand years, and no improvements! Then White 
foreign devils visit us, grab our stuff, improve it 
and defeat our armies with it! After which, they 
keep right on inventing new things which defy 
our imaginations. 

But White people forget. You can see this 
process at work, right now, in the cas^ of the 
steam locomotive which the Chinese have copied 
faithfully, ever since we sent them the model in 
1940. Most young people and adults I know only 
know steam locomotives from old movies, and 
they have no idea how they run! It took a Chinese 
instructor to show them how to run one in Iowa! 


One day, a Jew will write as “history” that the 
Chinese invented the steam locomotive. The pat¬ 
tern is obvious. 

The Communist radio network NPR featured a 
Jew who had studied Mediterranean cooking. He 
said that the Italians already had noodles, before 
Marco Polo's alleged visit to China! Is nothing 
sacred? 

We appear to be wandering all over the map 
with various definitions of race. I stick with 
black. White and yellow. White is Aryan, al¬ 
though some mestizos would like to include 
themselves in that definition. The latest studies in 
DNA and hematology support the three race con¬ 
cept. A race is definable and distinct. It is utter 
twaddle to suggest that “all races are mixed.” 
Some individuals who resemble one race more 
than another can be of mixed race, but they are 
not members of a race, but mongrels. Is a half- 
Dalmatian half-Great Dane a member of either 
breed? Certainly not. Nor is a mulatto a member 
of the black or White race. There are enough dif¬ 
ferences amongst blacks and yellows to speak of 
different “races” of blacks and yellows, as has 
been attempted in the past with Whites, i.e., Di- 
naric, Nordic, etc. As I mentioned earlier, it is 
nonsense to refer to these distinctions as racial, 
for then what word do we use to describe a black 
man, so as to distinguish him from a White man? 
Species, perhaps? As to “universal mongrelisa- 
tion,” we need but quote Dr. Landau of the Cen¬ 
ters for Disease Control, when he lamented that 
“one out of a hundred Whites is immune to the 
AIDS virus.” That does not mean Eurasians, mu¬ 
lattos et al. The New York Times reported the 
growing TB epidemic in North America. In the 
article it stated that all Asiatics were prone to 
have TB and were resistant to the last available 
antibiotic treatment. Included in the Asian cate¬ 
gory were; American Indians, Mexicans, and peo¬ 
ple more recently from Asia. 

If the Etruscans, for example, were not Aryan, 
as you say, then of what race were they? Were 
they, perhaps, a mixture of White, black or yel¬ 
low, as are present-day Arabs? Some blightwing 
writers have defined Arabs as White, but “not Ar¬ 
yan.” I suppose one can be “black but not negro” 
by such kooky criteria. American Indians are 
even included as “Whites” by the U.S. Govern¬ 
ment, along with mestizos. That is how they are 
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classified by race on wanted posters in the post 
offices. More twaddle! One cynic opined that “the 
darker the population becomes, the more inclu¬ 
sive will be the definition of White.” That would 
accord with my Latin American experience, for 
people said someone had blond hair. “It’s not 
blond. It’s brown,” I would point out in Spanish. 
Well, that's as close as they could come to blond, 
so blond it was. As we go downward into dark¬ 
ness, General Colin Powell will become a “White 
man/” I am shocked to see how White the Afghan 
and Albanian peoples appear in comparison to the 
U.S. population. 

I think you misunderstood the context of my 
curt reply to the black man who sarcastically 
asked us why we were demonstrating, and if a 
sandwich would not satisfy us, when our hunger 
was for truth, freedom and justice. I’m equally 
certain that most of the White onlookers did not 
understand, either. The black fellow was the only 
one to ask. 

The Anti-Zionist Alliance is only as effective 
as its supporters and activists. If the ZOG-concept 
can catch on, as it has worldwide, then this name 
can result in the action which it describes. No 
idea succeeds without effective people. As you 
will note, my message against Zionism is for all 
races and mixtures thereof. 

We can attempt to persuade others with our 
words, but in the end, only events can persuade 
them. I include a sample of what can be done via 
the internet, which is the most powerful medium 
available for broadcasting one’s ideas, literally to 
the world. All you need is to reach even one ef¬ 
fective doer, and your ideas can make great pro¬ 
gress. 

If any ostensible White fails to bellow anti- 
White racist sentiments to the muds and masses 
of asses, he will be deemed “racist” by the liber¬ 
als. White parents of White children are “racists.” 
I do not apologize for being White. It does no 
good, anyway. We are not the worst race on 
Earth, but we are obviously the best, for all non- 
Whites want to come and live with us and enjoy 
our civilization's amenities, rather than their own. 
That is the most obvious racist argument I know 
of. Let the damned liberals go to Bangladesh on a 
one-way ticket! 

All the best and ORION! - Eric 


Reminder From Brother 
Jim Bakker 

Okay, a quick reminder as to who is expected 
to either fill out an Official Supporter Commit¬ 
ment form (I decided to avoid the word 
“application form” as we are avoiding the actual 
term “Northwest Front membership.”) Either that, 
or at the very least subscribe to the Northwest Ob¬ 
server, or it’s hasta-la-bye-bye. From now on, 
everybody on our list contributes something be¬ 
sides words. 

*New people who have been on the list for less 
than a year, or 

* Intermittent people who lurk silently for 
months and years and then check in again when I 
finally cut you off, reluctantly slip me a few 
bucks or schmooze me to try and get back on the 
list, and then when I restore you, promptly go 
dark again until next time. You guys need to fish 
or cut bait; maintaining you on the list costs more 
than you contribute in the long run. 

All new contacts and inquirers will henceforth 
receive an Official Supporter application form 
and will not be placed on any list, e-mail or mail, 
until they respond with a completed form and first 
months’ dues, or at least a $30 Observer sub. The 
old right-wing practice of allowing non- 
responsive, one-time idle curiosity inquirees to 
clutter up lists for months and years will end. 
Yeah, 1 know, I should have adopted this practice 
many moons ago, but what can I tell you? Old 
habits die hard. 

If a new inquirer does not respond with a com¬ 
pleted application form and their first month’s 
dues, or a sub, but doesn't respond at all or if so 
only with words, well then, best of luck to them, 
but we’re not going to chase after them. We will 
have satisfied their curiosity at some expense to 
ourselves, which we're willing to spring for to 
maybe inspire and activate a comrade, but we 
won’t throw good money after bad. We have a 
water slide to build .—HAC 


The Northwest Observer is published in support of the 
program and goals of the Northwest Fronts P. O, Box 
4856, Seattle, Washington 98194 
www.northwestfrontorg e-mail nwnei@earthlink,net. 
Subscriptions are $30 per year, $40 for overseas air 
mail Checks and money orders should be made out to 
Northwest Publishing Agency, 
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